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Keligions Liberty Association 
DECLARATION OF PRINCIPLES 


1. We believe in God, in the Bible as the word of God, and in the separation 
of church and state as taught by Jesus Christ. 


. We believe that the ten commandments are the law of God, and that they 
mannechend man’s whole duty to God and man. 


We believe that the religion of Jesus Christ is founded in the law of love 
rd Goa, and needs no human power to support or enforce it. Love cannot be 
orced. 


_ 4. We believe in civil government as divinely ordained to protect men in the 
enjoyment of their natural rights and to rule in civil things, and that in this realm 
it is entitled to the respectful obedience of ail. 


5. We believe it is the right, and should be the privilege, of every individual to 
worship or not to worship, according to the dictates of his own conscience, provided 
that in the exercise of this right he respects the equal rights of others. 


6. We believe that all religious legislation tends to unite church and state, is 


subversive of human rights, persecuting in character, and opposed to the best inter- 
ests of both church and state. 

7. We believe, therefore, that it is not within the province of civil government 
to legislate on religious questions. 

8. We believe it to be our duty to use every lawful and honorable means to pre- 
vent religious legislation, and oppose ail movements tending to unite church and 
state, that all may enjoy the inestimable blessings of civil and religious liberty. 

g. We believe in the inalienable and constitutional right of free speech, free 
press, peaceable assembly, and petition. 

10. We also believe in temperance, and regard the liquor traffic as a curse to 
society. 

For further information regarding the principles of this association, address the Re- 
ligious Liberty Association, Takoma Park, Washington, D. C. (secretary, C. S. Longacre; 
associates, H. H. Votaw aud M. C. Taft), or any of the affiliated organizations given below: 


AFFILIATED ORGANIZATIONS 


Atlantic Religious Liberty Association (affil- Nerth Pacific Religious Liberty Association (af- 
iated organizations in Maine, Vermont, Massa- filiated organizations in Oregon, Washington, 
chusetts, New Hampshire, New York, Connecti- Idaho, Montana, and Alaska): Secretary, Morris 


cut, and Rhode Island): Office, South Lancaster, Lukens, 202 South Pelouse St., Walla Walla, Wash. 
Mass.; secretary, E. K. Slade. 





Pacific Religious Liberty Association (affiliated 
inizations in California, Nevada, Utah, and 


Eastern Canadian Religious Liberty Association Arizona): Secretary, W. M. Adams, Bin 7, Lodi, 





(affiliated organizations in New _ Brunswick, Calif 

Nova Scotia, Quebec, Ontario, and Newfound- sca 

land) ; Office, Oshawa, Ontario; secretary, W. C. Southeastern Religious Liberty Association (af- 

Moffett. ‘ 2 * : * ct ee eae? : “Soe 
filiated organizations in Florida, Georgia, North 


, Carolina, and South Carolina): Office, 202-216 
Central States Religious Liberty Association First National Bank Bldg., Chattanooga, Tenn.; 


(affiliated organizations in Kansas, Nebraska, secretary, W. H. Heckman. 

Missouri, Colorado, and Wyoming): Office, 303 

W. Seventh St., College View, Nebr.; secretary, Southern Religious Liberty Association (aflil- 
J. J. Nethery. iated organizations in Alabama, Kentucky, Ten- 


nessee, Louisiana, and Mississippi): Office, 2001 
Columbia Religious Liberty Association (affil- Ae "a N., Nashville, “Tenn.; secretary, 0. s. 
lated organizations in Pennsylvania, Ohio, New —— 
Jersey, Virginia, West Virginia, Delaware, « 

sphbend hese Veet Virginia, Delaware, and Southwestern Religious Liberty Association 


Maryland): Office, 507 Flower Ave., Takoma (affiliated organizations in Arkansas, Oklahoma 
“Sek Psst . a e ge 4 s Arkansas, c a, 
oo ; secretary, A. J. Clark ; associate, B. G. Texas, and New Mexico): Office, 518-519 Ter- 

ig minal Bldg., Oklahoma City, Okla.; secretary, 


. M. B. Van Kirk. 
Northern Religious Liberty Association (affil- 


iated organizations in Minnesota, Iowa, North Western Canadian Religious Liberty Associa- 
Dakota, and South Dakota): Office, 2718 Third tion (affiliated organizations in Alberta, British 
Ave., South, Minneapolis, Minn.; secretary, Columbia, Manitoba, and Saskatchewan): Office, 
Charles, Thompson. Lacombe, Alberta; secretary, S. A. Ruskjer. 
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In 1682 that brave apostle of religious liberty, William Penn, with a hundred of his Quaker 
friends, sailed from England in the ship “ Welcome.” Secret plans to waylay and capture him 
and his companions were providentially frustrated, and he landed, after losing a third of his 
company by smallpox, on the shores of Delaware Bay. He was the founder of the great State 
of Pennsylvania as well as the city of Philadelphia. 
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FIRST QUARTER, 1930 


NO. 1 





Protection of the 
Rights of Conscience Under the 
American Constitution 


T was the evident inten- By in oppression and persecu- 

tion of the founders of C. P. Bollman tion. 
the American Republic to Nor was this due to lack 
safeguard in every of faith in, nor 
possible and legiti- want of respect 
mate way, in the for, the principles 
fundamental law of the Christian 
of the nation, not religion. George 
only the rights of Bancroft stated 


the several States, 
but also the indi- 
vidual rights of 
conscience. 
Human experi- 





the exact truth 
when he wrote: 
“Vindicating the 


right of individuality 
even in religion, and 





ence has justified 
the statement: “ The domain that gov- 
ernment invades, it dominates ; the juris- 
diction it takes, it keeps.” It was the 
deliberate purpose, therefore, of the 
fathers of this nation to withhold from 
the government they established even 
the shadow of any right to invade the 
domain of conscience. It was their in- 
tention to give civil rulers no jurisdic- 
tion whatever over the souls of men. 
This settled purpose was not due to 
any hostility on their part to the moral 
government of God, nor to any purpose 
to challenge His divine authority, but 
was due solely to realization of the fact 
that always and everywhere the assump- 
tion by civil rulers of power over the 
consciences of their fellows has resulted 


in religion above all, 
the new nation dared to set the example of ac- 
cepting in its relations to God the principle 
first divinely ordained in Judea. It left the 
management of temporal things to the temporal 
power; but the American Constitution, in har- 
mony with the people of the several States, 
withheld from the Federal government the 
power to invade the home of reason, the citadel 
of conscience, the sanctuary of the soul; and 
not from indifference, but that the infinite 
spirit of eternal truth might move in its free- 
dom and purity and power.”—“ History of the 
Formation of the Constitution,” Vol. VI, p. 444. 


The Declaration of Independence set 
forth as a self-evident truth “that all 
men are created equal; that they are en- 
dowed by their Creator with certain in- 
alienable rights; that among these are 
life, liberty, and the pursuit of hap- 
piness.” 
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“The French Huguenots like- 
wise fled their native land to 
find in the Western wilderness 
that freedom of worship denied 
them in France.” 


Of these natural 
rights, freedom of re- 
ligion must of necessity 
take first place, since 
eternal interests are in- 
volved. The early Chris- 
tians claimed but little 
in the way of civil 
rights, but when it came to a matter 
of duty to God, they said boldly, “ We 
ought to obey God rather than men.” 
“Tt is this consciousness,” says the 
House Sunday Mail report of March 4, 
5, 1830, “ which, in defiance of human 
laws, has sustained so many martyrs in 
tortures and in flames. They felt that 
their duty to God was superior to hu- 
man enactments, and that man could ex- 
ercise no authority over their con- 
sciences. It ts an inborn principle which 
nothing can eradicate. The bigot, in the 
pride of his authority, may lose sight of 
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it; but strip him of 
his power, prescribe a 
faith to him which 
his conscience rejects, 
threaten him in turn 
with the dungeon and 
the fagot, and the 
spirit which God has 
implanted in him 
rises up in rebellion, 
and defies you.” 
Some of the first 
settlers in this coun- 
try had felt the heavy 
hand of oppression in 
the Old World. Of 
the Pilgrims, King 
James I had declared, 
“T will make them 
conform, or I will 
harry them out of my 
kingdom.” They fled 
to Holland, to find 
among a people of a 
strange tongue the 
liberty denied them in 
their native land. Then 
to preserve to their chil- 
dren the English lan- 
guage, they sought a 
home on the bleak shores 
of Massachusetts Bay. 
The French Hugue- 
nots likewise fled their 
native land to find in 
the Western wilderness 
that freedom of worship 
denied them in France. 
In like manner William Penn and his 
following of Friends sought and found 
religious liberty on the banks of the 
Delaware. Baptists and Presbyterians 
found for a time a refuge on the west- 
ern borders of the colony of Virginia, 
but only a little later were oppressed 
and persecuted by the legally established 
church of the colony. It was this that 
eaused the Presbytery of Hanover to 
memorialize the General Assembly of 
Virginia in the interests of the God- 
given liberty denied them by civil law. 
It was seeing and knowing of these 
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abuses, that moved such patriots as 
George Mason, Thomas Jefferson, and 
James Madison to demand the remedial 
legislation that made Virginia compara- 
tively free, and that set the pace, in sep- 
aration of church and state, not only for 
the other States, but for the national 
government as well. 

It was Mr. Madison who wrote the 
First Amendment prohibiting to Con- 
gress the making of any law for the “ es- 
tablishment of religion, or prohibiting 
the free exercise thereof,’ as also the 
words of Article VI, “ No religious test 
shall ever be required as a qualification 
to any office or public trust under the 
United States.” 

The intent of these provisions may be 
fairly judged by the declaration in the 
treaty of 1797 with Tripoli: “ The gov- 
ernment of the United States of America 
is not, in any sense, founded on the 
Christian religion.” 

According to the Washington Herald 
of Aug. 31, 1926, the Mohammedan 
Sultan of Sulu, one of the 
Philippine Islands, was given the 
same assurance by an author- 
ized agent of the government, 
namely, “that he [the Sultan] 
need not hesitate to deal with 
us, because the United States is 
a nation with no official reli- 
gion.” 

Such statements do not so 
much as imply any hostility to 
Christianity, but are only dec- 





THE STORY 


The picture has to do with the conflict 
between Episcopacy and soul liberty in 
Scotland. The Martyr of Solway was 
Margaret Wilson, a girl of eighteen years, 
who, when Episcopacy became the official 
religion of Scotland, refused to conform. 
For her “ obstinacy” she was condemned 
to death by drowning. Tied to a stake 
at low tide, she was left to perish as the 
waters slowly rose around her. She re- 
mained true to her conscientious convic- 
tions, and died in behalf of freedom of 
conscience, which later came, though not 
in full measure, not only to Scotland, but 
to many other lands as well. 
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larations of the basic fact that the 
United States Government is a civil, not 
a religious institution. 

The government is a great business 
concern. And it has no more occasion 
for a religion than has a railroad or a 
steamship company. 

The attitude of the fathers of the 
American Republic toward the duties 
and honors of civil government may be 
clearly understood by the words of Jef- 
ferson in a letter to Francis W. Gilmer, 
June 7, 1816: 


“Our legislators are not sufficiently ap- 
prised of the rightful limits of their power; 
that their true office is to declare and enforce 
only our natural rights and duties, and to take 
none of them from us. No man has a natural 
right to commit aggression on the equal rights 
of another; and this is all from which the laws 
ought to restrain him; every man is under the 
natural duty of contributing to the necessities 
of the society; and this is all the laws should 
enforce on him; and, no man having a natural 
right to be the judge between himself and an- 
other, it is his natural duty to submit to the 


(Concluded on page 23) 





The Martyr of Solway. From the Painting by Sir J. E. Millais, 


P. R. A., in Walker Gallery, Liverpool 





, v - 
iad i Af. . 93) 












THE ILLUSTRATED LONDON NEWS 





W. R. S. STOTT, ARTIST 


Pilgrims Filing Past the Embalmed Body of Lenin in the Brown-Varnished Wooden Mausoleum 
in the Red Square, Moscow, Soviet Russia 


The Russian Communists Have Announced a New Soviet Eternal Calendar of Seventy-three Weeks 
of Five Days Each 


«+Improving’ on God’s Laws” 


A VERY interesting editorial on the 
proposed new calendar scheme, 
which, if adopted, would in effect change 
God’s law and God’s times, appeared in 
the Sunday School Times of Nov. 2, 1929. 
We are glad to know that there are 
others joining us in the battle to pre- 
serve the weekly cycle and to defend 
liberty of conscience from governmental 
interference. With pleasure we reprint 
this editorial : 

“ God established a week of seven days. 
Men are now proposing again to improve 
on God’s week. It is no new attempt, 
and of course it always fails. The Rus- 
sian Communists have announced a new 
Soviet ‘ Eternal Calendar,’ now in effect. 
Instead of fifty-two weeks of seven days 
each in the year, there are seventy-three 
weeks of five days each. This Soviet 
week has four work days and one day 
of rest. According to Time, Saturday, 
Sunday, and all religious holidays are 
abolished ; five national holidays are to 
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be observed, including the anniversary 
of Lenin’s death, January 21; inter- 
national Labor Day, May 1; and the like. 
Time reminds its readers that France 
tried a similar experiment after the 
Revolution, dividing each month into 
three weeks of ten days each. That 
calendar lasted nearly fifteen years, then 
died. ‘Basically antireligious, as was 
the French calendar of 1793, Soviet 
Dictator Josef Stalin counted heavily on 
this economic aspect of his “ Eternal 
Calendar ” to fulfill his promise to in- 
crease Russia’s industrial production 35 
per cent in the next twelve months.’ 
Is not this a foregleam of what the final 
world emperor, or beast, will do when 
he appears? ‘ And he shall speak great 
words against the Most High, .. . and 
think to change times and laws.’ Dan. 
7:25. Even the League of Nations has 
its committee working on a radical plan 
for a change of calendar that would give 
(Concluded on page 23) 
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Ten Reasons Why the Thirteen 
Months Blank Day Calendar Is 


Impracticable 


1. THE number thirteen is not divisi- 
ble as the number twelve, thus the quar- 
terly and semiannual reports of business 
would contain certain fractions of a 
month instead of a whole number of 
months. 

2. There would be thirteen business 
elosings instead of twelve, involving in- 
ereased bookkeeping. 

3. There would be thirteen monthly 
payments of rent on dwellings, land, 
telephone, ete., instead of twelve. 

4. It would increase the expenses of 
the public utility companies 8 per cent 
yearly in reading gas and electric meters 
and mailing out bills thirteen instead of 
twelve times a year, which cost would 
be passed on to the consumer. 

5. Many long-time leases and con- 
tracts, payable at a specified monthly 
rent rate, would cause endless litigation 
in the courts, with resultant injustice to 
one or the other litigant, placing the 
clauses of the leases and the law in 
hopeless conflict. Millions of long-time 
contracts would be thrown into confu- 
sion and consequent jeopardy. 

6. It would change all former dates, 
national holidays, anniversaries, birth- 
days, wedding days, ete., greatly com- 
plicating the work of the historian, ne- 
cessitating a double system of calendar 
reckonings. The Fourth of July — the 
birthday anniversary of the American 
Republic — would fall on the seven- 
teenth day of the month of Sol, thus 
destroying its original significance. 

7. It would greatly confuse the reck- 
onings of the birthdays of more than 
110,000,000 people in the United States 
alone, requiring expert mathematicians 
to locate the original anniversary days. 


6 8. It would destroy the unbroken con- 
tin 


uity of the weekly cycle once each 





year and twice in leap year, as a unit 
of measurement of time, causing the 
present Sunday and the seventh-day 
Sabbath to fall on different days of the 
week each year, thus destroying their 
religious significance. 

9. It would provoke religious dissen- 
sion and divide religious organizations 
into divergent groups, some following 
the original continuity of fixed weekly 
religious days under the old calendar, 
and others accepting the wandering 
Sunday as adjusted yearly under the 
new calendar. 

10. The new calendar of blank days 
would bring great hardship to religious 
bodies and individuals, whose consciences 
would not allow them to sacrifice their 
convictions regarding fixed religious 
days at the price of financial gain or 
other personal advantage; for example, 
it would compel the conscientious em- 
ployee to make application for a differ- 
ent day of the week for his day of rest 
every year, making it practically im- 
possible to secure employment. It would 
prevent the public school teacher from 
continuing his or her employment be- 
cause of the sacred days falling on 
school days. It would penalize families 
having children of school age, and it 
would take away the right to exercise 
their franchise whenever their sacred 
day fell on the same day of the week 
as election day. 

There are many conscientious Sabba- 
tarians as well as Sunday observers who 
are perfectly willing to suffer any loss 
or inconvenience that might come to 
them through the adoption of the thir- 
teen months calendar so far as the non- 
religious aspects of that new calendar 
would affect them, but these God-fear- 

(Concluded on page 24) 
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Ss. & W. FEAR 


A Town in the Province of Alberta, Canada, at the Foot of Picturesque Cascade Mountain 


Religious Persecution in Canada 


HE advocates of reli- 

gion by force are loose 
in one of the provinces of 
Canada. In Alberta during 
October, at least six persons were ar- 
rested for performing labor on Sunday. 
Fines and costs ranging from $9 to $27 
were imposed, and those convicted were 
warned that second offenses would bring 
maximum penalties. 

It appears clear from reliable infor- 
mation at hand, that the prosecutions 
were prompted by religious bigotry more 
than by any real reverence for Sunday. 
Those arrested were conscientious ob- 
servers of another day of the week. On 
the Sunday on which they worked and 
for which work they were punished, ele- 
vators in their community were opened 
to receive grain and at least one man 
was threshing, presumably not alone. 
Either threshing or buying grain would 
seem to be a secular occupation, the 
carrying on of ordinary pursuits, purely 
worldly business. None would attempt 
to deny this, but those thus engaged 
were not arrested, since they did not 
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By 
Heber H. VYotaw 


consider as sacred and ob- 
serve any other day than 
unday. 

Spies who reported the 
offenses,— modern representatives of the 
persecutor of all past times, the holier- 
than-thou apostles of take my religion 
or have none,— probably feel that they 
have won a great moral victory. It has 
doubtless never entered their minds that 
in matters of conscience, force can make 
only hypocrites or martyrs, 

The religio-political groups which agi- 
tate in the United States for the passage 
of Sunday laws by Congress, usually at- 
tempt to cover their real purposes by 
claiming to be interested in the physical 
welfare of the laboring man. They thus 
deceive some. In the campaign of perse- 
eution being carried on in Alberta under 
the Lord’s Day Act of the Dominion, the 
mask is laid aside. The services of the 
postal employees are being used for re- 
ligious propaganda. Over the stamps on 
some envelopes we have seen, are the 
words, “ Observe Sunday,” placed there 
by the postal department of the Cana- 


— 
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dian government. If this is not a union 
of church and state, of religion and gov- 
ernment, what would be? 

Having lived for some years under the 
British crown in the great empire of 
India, where the first rule of government 
is complete freedom in matters of re- 
ligion, it is hard for us to understand a 
manifestation of religious intolerance in 
any land under the Union Jack. Some 
eynies have suggested that Britain gave 
religious liberty to India because this 
was the only way that peace could be 
preserved and the Indian Empire held 
loyal to the crown. We do not believe 
that fear prompted the act. We believe 
that a recognition of the fundamental 
rights of man inspired it. When, at the 
close of the Sepoy Rebellion, 1857-58, 
Queen Victoria took over the govern- 
ment from the East India Company, she 
issued a proclamation which is unsur- 
passed im its clear enunciation of sound 
religions principles and safe govern- 


mental policies. We quote from the 


document : 





Receiving the Homage of the 
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““We bold ourselves bound to the natives of 
our Indian territories by the same obligations 
of duty which bind us to all our other subjects, 
and those obligations, by the blessing of Al- 
mighty God, we shall faithfully and conscien- 
tiously fill. 

“Firmly relying ourselves on the truth of 
Christianity, and acknowledging with grati- 
tude the solace of religion, we disclaim alike 
the right and the desire to impose our con- 
victions on any of our subjects. We declare it 
to be our royal will and pleasure that none be 
in any wise favored, none molested or dis- 
quieted, by reason of their religious faith or 
observances, but that all shall alike enjoy the 
equal and impartial protection of the law; and 
we do strictly charge and enjoin all those who 
may be in authority under us that they shall 
abstain from all interference with the religious 
belief or worship of any of our subjects, on 
vain of our highest displeasure.” 


This proclamation was quoted by Lord 
Curzon at the Delhi Durbar in 1902, 


held to celebrate the accession of King 

Edward to the throne. When his pres- 

ent Majesty went in person to India and 

held an Imperial Durbar, which was 

attended by all the princes and nearly 
(Concluded on page 25) 








G. P. JACOMB-HOOD, M. V. C., ARTIST 
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King George V and Queen Mary of Sagal at the Imperial Durbar Held in Delhi, India, in 1911, 


ndian Princes as Emperor and Empress of India 















Bishop Denny on Religion 
and Politics 


ENATOR COLE L. BLEASE, of 

South Carolina, obtained the priv- 
ilege of printing in the Congressional 
Record, under date of Oct. 18, 1929, an 
address of Bishop Denny, of the Meth- 
odist Episcopal Church, delivered in 
Richmond, Va., to a class of young min- 
isters ordained to preach the gospel. 
Senator Blease said, “ Being a Metho- 
dist, I am so proud to have one bishop 
who agrees with my views that I want 
to let them be known to the world,” and 
therefore requested that the address be 
printed in the Congressional Record. We 
quote from it in part as follows: 


“The bare fact that a moral question is 
involved in politics does not give you the right 
to go into partisan politics, and if you do so 
you go at the danger to your spiritual influence,’ 
Bishop Collins Denny told the class for admis- 
sion into full connection in the church. at the 
one hundred and forty-seventh session of the 
Virginia annual conference of the Methodist 
Episcopal Church South... . 

“Bishop Denny addressed the class on, ‘ Are 
You Resolved to Devote Yourself Wholly to 
God and His Work?’ In cautioning the mem- 
bers against any participation in politics, he 
said: 

“You don’t belong to the world of men 
outside. You are set apart — not as other men. 
You are separated by God, not only from the 
bulk of other men, but to be peculiar instru- 
ments of God in spreading the gospel. This 
has been eclipsed in our day; I don’t know why. 


* Are Set Apart 
“¢ The church in its church capacity has noth- 
ing to do with politics, and this conference in 
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its conference capacity has nothing to do with 
polities. 

“¢ Don’t tell me some men have done other- 
wise! I know it. I am having difficulty in 
appointing men in this conference because they 
wouldn’t keep out of politics. 

“« Remember this is a voluntary organization. 
We have filled up many other churches that 
would have died had it not been for the Meth- 
odists. I believe we would be ten thousand 
times better off with half the people we have, 
if that half were devoted to the law of the 
living God. 


‘“*Must Set Good Example 


“* We will not choose the laws we are going 
to adhere to. We must set a good example. 
You may tell your people that they must obey 
the laws of the State and the general govern- 
ment. I’ve done that myself, not that I’m hold- 
ing myself up as an example. You can tell them 
that “no drunkard shall inherit the kingdom 
of God, and that no adulterers shall inherit the 
kingdom of God; ” but when you get into the 
realm of partisan politics, you are going to 
hurt your influence as spiritual leaders. 

“We occupy different relationships in life. 
Morals are built on personal relationships. 
You have relations as a father that you don’t 
have as a neighbor. You may punish your 
own children, but that right does not extend 
to your neighbor’s children. 

““Here is a closer example: A man goes 
home, goes into his own front door without 
knocking — that is all right. He goes upstairs 
and into his wife’s room and kisses her. That 
is all right. Suppose he goes across the 
street —’ here the bishop paused for his point 
to sink in, while a ripple of laughter swept the 
floor of the conference. 


‘* Endanger Influence 


“¢The bare fact that a moral question is 
involved in polities does not give you the right 
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to go into partisan politics, and if you do so, 
you go at the danger to your spiritual influ- 


ence. 
“¢ You look through the history of the church. 


There never was a man who went into politics 
in the history of the church who did not damage 
his influence.’ 

“The cases of John Wesley and others who 
had entered into partisan politics were cited 
by Bishop Denny to illustrate his point. 

“¢ John Wesley, in his Methodist tract, pub- 
lished when the question of taxation was agi- 
tating the American colonies, said that it was 
all right to tax the American people. As a 
result of the publication of that tract, every 
single missionary that John Wesley had in 
America was driven out of the country. Min- 
isters were put in jail. Bishop Asbury was 
fined and driven into the swamps... . 

‘Soul Saddened by Letters 

“My soul has been saddened by a multitude 

of letters that have come to me from all over 


VERY man has a 
right to worship 
God or not to worship 
God according to the 
dictates of his own 
conscience. The civil 
government has no 
right to punish a man 
for noneonformity to 
purely religious du- 
ties, or for offenses 
wholly against God. 
For such offenses the 
individual is accountable to God alone. 
Every man has a right to ask the gov- 
ernment to protect him in the enjoyment 
of his rights. Only as punishment for 
crime can any man be justly deprived of 
civil rights; and not even for crime can 
religious rights be denied. 

All men are free to profess or not to 
profess, and by argument to maintain 
their opinions, or to overthrow others’ 
opinions in matters of religion. 

The state has no right to punish blas- 
phemy or profanation, for blasphemy is 
an offense against God, and not against 
the state. The preaching of the gospel 
of Christ in heathen nations is regarded 
as blasphemy by the heathen, in that it 
attacks idol worship. The state must 
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this territory, saying, “If this thing is not 
stopped, we are going to leave the church.” 
Brethren, we have none to lose.’ ” 

We agree with Bishop Denny that the 
church as such, and that clergymen as 
such in their official capacity, should 
steer clear of partisan politics. The 
church as such has but one mission, and 
that is to save men by the power of 
love through the grace of God. The 
clergyman as such has but one commis- 
sion, and that is to preach the gospel 
and make disciples of all men by means 
of exhortation, entreaty, and persuasion. 
To resort to legal measures and forcible 
means is foreign to the gospel commis- 
sion, given by Him who said, “If any 
man hear My words, and believe not, I 
judge him not.” John 12; 47, 


play the part of neu- 
trality toward every 
religious contention, 
and place all citizens 
on the same equality 
before the bar of civil 
law and justice. 

God’s law is supe- 
rior to every civil law 
or human law; and 
consequently as sub- 
jects of civil govern- 
ment we render obe- 
dience to all human governments or 
statutes only so long as they are not in 
conflict with God’s law. A person is 
justified in refusing obedience to any 
human law that sets aside any precept 
given by God. 

All men are obliged to conform to all 
civil duties, whether they want to or 
not, but not all civil laws are necessarily 
civil duties. In purely civil matters the 
majority rule, but in religious matters 
the majority have no more right to rule 
the minority than the minority have to 
rule the majority. 

It is only when government steps into 
the domain of religion that it comes in 
conflict with the consciences of men. 


(Concluded on page 24) 
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Jews in Galicia Performing the Ceremony Tashlik, a Propitiatory Rite 


Tolerance — Half Way to Freedom 


i’ the growth of man- 
kind tolerance, reli- 
gious, racial, and na- 
tional, was a necessary 
forward step. The mur- 
mur of surprise, followed by the louder 
echoes of applause, when mankind first 
began to exercise some measure of tol- 
erance, have only now begun to die 
down, and we are beginning to es- 
timate properly its temporary nature. 
Tolerance is only a half-way step from 
universal intolerance to universal reli- 
gious liberty. The theory of tolerance 
is superficial, that “one man is exactly 
like another after all,” when we now 
know that one man is not like another, 
but that the very differences are the 
important and usually the valuable 
things about men and groups of men. 
The right to be different is a new thing, 
which the old melting-pot theory, to 
take only one type of tolerance, could 
never quite grasp. 

The melting pot theory is a fine case 
of tolerance. Its exponents never 
thought of excluding the people of va- 
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Legion. 


By 
Rabbi L. J. Levinger, Ph. D. 


National Chaplain of the American 
Author of Two Jewish 


Histories 


rious races, religions, 
and languages because 
they were inferior. In- 
stead they wanted to 
bring them into this 
blessed land of freedom, induce them 
to forget all about their old homes and 
their ancient cultures, and make them 
into imitations of backsliding descend- 
ants of the Puritans. Americanization, 
by force if necessary, was the proper 
treatment to deal out. Certainly, there 
was no longer the exclusiveness of medi- 
eval days, when a foreigner, particularly 
a man of another faith, could never be- 
come a citizen of the land; neither was 
there any dawning respect for the alien 
culture which the Teuton, the Celt, or 
the Slav might bring with him. Intol- 
erance would have kept these people out 
altogether; tolerance would melt them 
down into an indiscriminate mass; true 
liberty would give them a chance to be 
themselves, even in America. 

So with religious freedom, a subject 
with which I am best acquainted in con- 
nection with the age-old and world-wide 
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struggle of the Jewish people to be them- 
selves, to worship their own God in their 
own way, in spite of dungeon and stake, 
in spite of all that the law, the church, 
and the mob could do against them. I 
believe, however, that the principles 
worked out in the great history of the 
Jews apply universally, because the 
Jews, in their littleness, their very dif- 
ferent religion, and their obstinate loy- 
alty to faith, are the strongest test case 
of tolerance in the world. 

The universal attitude toward the 
Jews in the Middle Ages was intoler- 
ance, varied by occasional moments of 
tolerance. The general attitude toward 
them in the nineteenth century was tol- 
erance, varied by occasional spots of 
complete religious 
liberty. The United 
States alone has 
known a condition 
of religious lib- 
erty, varied by oc- 
casional descents 
into tolerance. 

Intolerance was 
natural during the 
Middle Ages, for 
at that time every- 
body had to have 
a fixed status. He 
was a baron, a 
knight, a serf, or a 
member of a guild. 
In any case, he 
fitted into a niche 
in society; he had 
somebody above 
him, to whom he 
swore fealty, and 
somebody _ below, 
who owed loyalty 
to him. If he entered the church, he 
escaped this system of classes, only to fit 
into another one, from the humble lay 
brother up to the exalted pope. But if 
he was a Jew, he simply did not belong 
anywhere in the system. The Jews were 
thus aliens in European society, either 
tolerated or not tolerated, as the case 
might be. When tolerated, they were di- 
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A Samaritan Priest With a Scroll of the Law Said 
to Be Almost as Old as Jeremiah’s Time 
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rectly under the emperor or some local 
duke or archbishop, to whom they had 
to pay incessant and frightfully heavy 
taxes for the right of residence. At any 
time, this grant of tolerance might be 
cancelled, and they were sent forth on 
the roads, to seek another refuge, an- 
other oasis of tolerance. They were ex- 
pelled from England in 1290, from 
France in 1394, from Spain in 1492. 
Tolerance was the dearly bought excep- 
tion in an intolerant world. Religion 
was a part of the government, the 
church and state were closely united; 
the Jews, being outside one, were also 
outside the other. 

The Reformation strengthened this in- 
tolerance for a time, for it made reli- 
gions warfare the 
order of the day 
within Christian- 
ity, and the Jews 
could not hope for 
any growth of re- 
ligious _ tolerance. 
Yet it came, little 
by little. A few 
men in the eight- 
eenth century 
taught that all 
men were alike, 
that even the per- 
secuted Jew was a 
man. The Jews 
were allowed to 
come back to Eng- 
land under Crom- 
well. The Jews 
lived under toler- 
ance, as protected 
aliens, in the Low 
Countries. The 
Jew, Moses Men- 
delssohn, living in tolerance in Berlin, 
became the friend and earned the praise 
of leading Christian thinkers. The new 
idea of nationality, of citizenship, made 
religion a secondary matter in any land; 
the French Revolution translated this 
idea into fact, and the Jews were per- 
mitted to enjoy this new world of free- 

(Continued on page 24) 


Bern, the Seat of Government of the Swiss Confederation, as Seen From Kirchenfeld Bridge 


Swiss Government Legislates 


Against Blasphemy 


HE Swiss Parliament, 

elected by the moral and 
religious forces of Switzer- 
land, proposing a law to punish blas- 
phemy, suggests six months in prison 
for those that “orally or in writing in- 
sult God.” 

Arthur Brisbane, the editorial writer 
for the Hearst newspapers, in comment- 
ing on the procedure by the Swiss Par- 
liament asks, “ But is it possible for any 
two-legged human microbe on this planet 
‘to insult God’? Ifthe mice proposed to 
punish any mouse insulting Edison, you 
would say, ‘ Mice, don’t worry, you can’t 
insult Edison.’ How much less ean any 
man insult the Creator of the universe?” 

What we would like to know is, how is 
the Swiss Parliament going to determine 
when God is insulted? God’s thoughts 
and God’s ways are as much higher than 
man’s thoughts and man’s ways as the 
heavens are higher than the earth. How, 
then, is man to know when God is in- 
sulted, without having a direct revelation 
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C. S. Longacre 


from God? Christ tells us 
that a lack of faith or con- 
fidence in God and His prom- 
ises is an insult to God. Is a man to 
be imprisoned for six months for ex- 
pressing his lack of faith in God? Yet 
Christ said: “ All manner of sin and 
blasphemy shall be forgiven unto men: 
but the blasphemy against the Holy 
Ghost shall not be forgiven unto men.” 
If God and Christ are willing to forgive 
all manner of blasphemy of men against 
God or Christ, why should erring man 
judge his fellow man in these matters? 
God never delegated to any man or any 
set of men the prerogative to sit in judg- 
ment upon another man’s disbelief. “If 
any man hear my words, and believe 
not,” said Christ, “I judge him not: 
for I came not to judge the world, but 
to save the world.” God Himself has 
told us that no man is to judge another 
man in matters of religion and con- 
science. “ Vengeance is Mine; I will 
repay, saith the Lord.” 


By 
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A Divine Prerogative 

By attempting to judge and punish 
blasphemy, the Swiss Parliament is as- 
suming the prerogatives of God. It is 
climbing into the judgment seat of God, 
and pre-judging offenses against God 
which He has reserved to Himself for 
the last day, when all men shall be 
judged and pun- 
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spective of his nationality, color, or re- 
ligion, should be granted the privilege 
of standing on an equal basis before the 
civil law and the bar of justice with 
every other man. The governments of 
the past have legislated upon the sub- 
ject of blasphemy and man’s proper re- 
lationship to God and religion, because 

they presumed 





ished by God for 
their offenses 
against Him. 
Moreover, when 
men attempt to 
condemn blas- 
phemy among 
men, their stand- 
ards for determin- 
ing blasphemy are 
as varied as the 
beliefs and _ reli- 
gions among men 
are different. For 
instance, what is 
considered blas- 
phemy in America 
among Christians 
and Jews, such as 
idolatry, is the 
very soul of reli- 
gion in China. For 
centuries the Chi- 
nese government 
condemned _ = the 
preaching of the 
gospel of Christ, 
which undermined 
the faith of the 
Chinese people in 
their worship of 
idols, as a most 
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The Prison of Chillon on Lake Geneva, 
Switzerland 


THERE are seven pillars of Gothic mold 
In Chillon’s dungeons deep and old, 
There are seven columns, massy and gray, 
Dim with a dull imprisoned ray. 


Eternal spirit of the chainless mind! 
Brightest in dungeons, Liberty! thou art, 
For there thy habitation is the heart,— 

The heart which love of thee alone can bind; 
And when thy sons to fetters are consigned,— 
To fetters, and the damp vault’s dayless gloom, 
Their country conquers with their martyrdom, 
And Freedom's fame finds wings on every wind. 


Chillon! thy prison is a holy place, 

thy sad floor an altar,— for ‘twas trod, 
Until his very steps have left a trace 
Worn, as if thy cold pavement were a 
May none those marks efface! 
For they appeal from tyranny to God. 


From “ The Prisoner of Chillon,” 
by Lord Byron. 


they had the legis- 
lative prerogatives 
to legislate upon 
the subject of reli- 
gion as well as 
civil affairs. 
America Cannot 
Boast Over 
Switzerland 
Some of the 
States and courts 
in the United 
States still have 
statutes and deci- 
sions condemning 
blasphemy under 
State authority. 
These regulations 
are leftover relics 
from colonial 
times, when a 
union of church 
and state existed 
in America. Four 
of the States in the 
Union still have 
clauses in their 
constitutions 
which require a be- 
lief in God, in the 
Trinity, and in fu- 
ture punishment, 








dangerous innova- 
tion, and grossly 
sacrilegious and blasphemous in the 
judgment of the Chinese government. 
It is not the proper function of the 
civil government to determine and pun- 
ish offenses against God and against re- 
ligion. The civil authorities should 
maintain the position of absolute neu- 
trality upon the question of religion and 


) religious obligations. Every man, irre- 





as a test and qual- 
ification for public 
office. Some of the States have their 
statute books well cluttered with reli- 
gious regulations governing the religious 
beliefs and practices of citizens. 

There is a wide difference between the 
guaranties of religious liberty vouch- 
safed to each citizen of the United States 
under our Federal Constitution ard the 


(Concluded on page 25) 









HE Religious Liberty Association 


of America, assembled in annual 
convention in the city of Columbus, 
Ohio, Sept. 30, 1929, where delegates 
were gathered from every State in the 
Union, passed the following resolution 
protesting against compulsory Sunday 
observance legislation on the part of 
Congress : 

“ WuerEAs, The President and the Congress 
of the United States have been called upon 
recently by certain reform organizations, to 
give support to Sunday observance legislation ; 
therefore, we, the Religious Liberty Association 
of the United States, assembled in annual con- 
vention in the city of Columbus, Ohio, the 30th 
day of the month of September, 1929, present 
to the Seventy-first Congress the following reso- 
lution: 

“ Resolved, That we protest against compul- 
sory Sunday observance legislation by Congress 
for the following reasons: 





“1, Because such legislation is religious in 
that it is fostered by religious organizations 
for religious ends. 

“2. Because it is sectarian, being promoted 
in behalf of some religious organizations and 
opposed by others. 

“3, Because it is unjust, penalizing those 
who observe another day than Sunday as holy 
time, as well as those who are nonreligious and 
yet otherwise civil and moral in their social life. 

“4, Because it is class legislation, favoring 
a particular class of religionists, and destroying 
the equality of éther sects before the law. 

“5. Because it is un-American, violating the 
principles of separation of church and state, 
and of civil and religious liberty as conceived 
by the founding fathers of our Republic, and 
as set forth in the First Amendment to the 
Federal Constitution. 

“6. Because it is oppressive legislation, estab- 
lishing a legal precedent which would lead to a 
union of church and state in America, thus 
fostering the spirit of intolerance and of re- 
ligious persecution. 
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Delegates of the Religious Liberty Association of 
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Religious Liberty 


“7, Because it is un-Christian in that it em- 
ploys the element of legal force for the pro- 
fessed promotion of the Christian religion, con- 
trary to the teachings and life of the Author 
of Christianity, who promoted His kingdom by 
the power of love. 

“We urge that the Seventy-first Congress 
continue to follow the worthy example of its 
predecessors in refusing to enact laws for com- 
pulsory Sunday observance, that religious lib- 
erty may be enjoyed by all people of every 
faith as well as by those who make no pro- 
fession of religion.” 


The Religious Liberty Association was 
organized more than forty years ago, 
and through its official organ, the Lis- 
ERTY magazine, it has opposed all forms 
of religious legislation on the part of the 
civil government in order to protect 
every individual in the free exercise of 
his conscience in matters that pertain to 
religion. A national Sunday law would 


have been enacted long ago by Congress 
if it had not been that the Religious 
Liberty Association has lived up to its 
motto, “ Eternal vigilance is the price 
of liberty.” The Liperty magazine in 
recent issues has enjoyed a circulation 
of more than 165,000 copies. We thank 
our members and friends for their 
hearty co-operation and support. 
c. 8. L. 
Ss BS 


THE preacher who makes his religion 
legalistic, makes it repulsive; but he 
who makes it inspirational, makes it 
attractive. 

Ss FS FB 


A RELIGIous bigot is one who is not 
satisfied with preaching his religion, but 
wants it legislated upon c*hers. 
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Convention at Columbus, Ohio, Sept. 30, 1929 





Reformer Wants Sunday Law 
Violators Treated as 
Murderers 


CCORDING to the Nashville 
(Tenn.) Banner of Oct. 24, 1929, 
Noah W. Cooper, an attorney and ar- 
dent Sunday law advocate, made the 
following statements in opposing the 
ordinance pending before the city coun- 
cil of Nashville, authorizing the sale of 
gasoline on Sundays to tourists, which 
is now prohibited : 

“Why should we sell our boys into Sunday 
slavery, and thus insult God and violate His 
Sabbath, just to sell gas to tourists? Are these 
tourists any better than our folks? .. . 

“If the city council can rightly repeal our 
Sunday gas law to accommodate tourists, why 
should they not repeal our laws against steal- 
ing, murder, lewdness, bank robbery, arson, and 
kidnaping? If we are going to let tourists, 
good and bad, violate the Sabbath here, why 
not let them also steal, break our banks, kidnap 
our children, violate our girls, murder our 
wives, or do any other wickedness that might 
suit their fancy? 

“ According to God and Anglo-Saxon civiliza- 
tion, Sabbath breaking is just as wicked, and 
just as great a menace to our safety, as steal- 
ing, murder, rape, or perjury.” 

It seems strange that an American 
attorney should still entertain such a 
confused idea on the subject of the 
proper limitations of civil jurisprudence 
as to fail to make any distinction what- 
ever between the obligations a man owes 
to his Creator and the duties he owes 
to his fellow man, and that the civil 
authorities can deal only with man’s re- 
lationship to man, and not man’s rela- 
tionship to God. Christ made a clear 
distinction between the duties a man 
owes to Cesar (the civil government), 
and the things a man owes to God; and 
if there is one lesson above another that 
the Scriptures endeavor to impress upon 
rulers as to their proper sphere, it is 
that the civil rulers should never at- 
tempt to step into the domain of God, 
and assume His prerogatives of judging 
and punishing men for offenses against 
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God and religion. Nebuchadnezzar of 
Babylon, and Darius the Mede, were 
soundly rebuked for trying to force the 
consciences of men, and for exercising 
God’s prerogatives in judging men in 
matters that pertained to religion. Paul 
teaches plainly that the civil ruler 
should never judge a man in matters of 
faith or the duties a man owes exclu- 
sively to God and religion. Religious 
offenses are not subject to civil juris- 
diction so long as a man respects the 
equal rights of other men. 


Roger Williams in his day affirmed 
that the civil magistrate had no author- 
ity from God to enforce any of the ten 
commandments written on the first table 
of the decalogue, the first four com- 
mandments, which govern a man’s duties 
to God. The civil government cannot 
properly prescribe a man’s religion for 
him. 

“Stealing, murder, lewdness, bank 
robbery, arson, and kidnaping ”’ are all 
invasions of man’s rights and offenses 
against man, with which the civil gov- 
ernment can properly deal in protecting 
man in the enjoyment of his rights; but 
Sabbath breaking is an offense against 
God and religion, and rests on the same 
foundation as the Lord’s supper and the 
Lord’s baptism, which should never be 
enforced by the civil magistrate. The 
Lord’s day belongs to the Lord, and 
not to Cesar. No religious institution 
should be observed under civil duress. 
The only service that is acceptable to 
God, so far as the observance of His 
institutions is concerned, is voluntary 
service emanating from the heart and 
mingled with faith. 

The failure to draw the distinction 
between the obligations a man owes to 
God and the duties he owes to man, has 
been the primary cause of all the blood 
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religious persecutions of the past. The 
man who believes that Sabbath break- 
ing should be punished by the civil 
magistrate by the death penalty the 
same as the crime of murder, belongs 
to the same class as the men who jus- 
tified the establishment of the Inquisi- 
tion for religious offenders. 

There can be no religious liberty 
where religious offenses are punished 
by civil magistrates. The state was or- 
dained to protect all men in the enjoy- 
ment of their natural rights, but not 
to deprive any man of his rights so long 
as he conducts himself as a good citizen. 


LIBERTY 
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Buying and selling gasoline on Sun- 
day does not reflect upon the qualifica- 
tions for good citizenship, and the civil 
government can only inquire into those 
traits of character that make for good 
citizenship in man’s relationship with 


‘man, and not into those actions of man 


that qualify him as a good Christian, 
Jew, or Mohammedan, in man’s relation- 
ship with God and religion. Sabbath 
breaking is a sin against God; stealing 
and murder are crimes against men and 
the state. The civil magistrate can deal 
properly only with crime, and not with 
sin. Cc. Ss. L. 


Natural Rights Above Majority Rule 


BY HEBER H. VOTAW 


E offer as food for thought an ex- 
cerpt from an editorial that ap- 
peared a little time ago in one of the 
leading religious journals of the coun- 
try. The editorial is entitled, ‘“ Whose 
Country Is America, Anyhow?” and 


= other things has this to say: 


“One of the vices of majorities is a habit 
of claiming a monopoly of possession, power, 
and rights. In the United States this vice 
takes the form of claiming the nation for the 
major group. Because more people profess to 
follow Christianity than any other religion, this 
is called by some Christians a Christian coun- 
try; for a similar reason, a Protestant country, 
a white man’s country, an Anglo-Saxon country, 
and so on. Such assumption on the part of 
majorities of any sort, contains a vicious fal- 
lacy. Rights are not measured by numbers.” 

It is a never-ending source of wonder 
that thousands who would quickly re- 
sent an attack made by a strong man 
upon an invalid, an adult upon a child, 
a bully upon a peaceable citizen, a gang 
upon a lone man, are yet unable to see 
that the same thing, in principle, is 
being done when fundamental rights 
are denied to a minority at the clamor 
of a majority. If the individual habit 
of thought of most of our citizens were 
to be followed in the mass thinking, 


sl could be no demand for the pas- 


e of unfair laws just because a major- 





ity happens to desire them. The many 
would not make an attack upon the few. 
We are not preaching license. We 
recognize only too well that in the com- 
plicated organization of modern society 
it is necessary that there be some re- 
strictions to bind us about as individ- 
uals for the common good. To illus- 
trate: the farmer may, with impunity, 
cross his fields at whatever angle he 
desires, whether he be on foot or driv- 
ing either horses or an automobile, and 
no one can with any show of right pro- 
hibit him from doing so. But under 
traffic conditions, as they exist in our 
cities today, the police power may 
properly regulate the movements of both 
pedestrians and autoists in the thorough- 
fares. Individual carelessness often en- 
dangers many. This magazine stands 
for the doctrine that in matters of man’s 
relationship to his fellow man, the state 
may, with propriety, legislate. It recog- 
nizes, however, that no man or group 
of men can rightfully demand anything 
which would prevent the exercise of 
equal rights by others. The old saying, 
“Right doesn’t wrong any man,” states 
the principle of human relationships. 
Many will cheerfully, for the happi- 
ness of others, sacrifice something that 
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they might claim as their right; but 
when an attempt is made to wrest it 
from them by compulsion, they must 
oppose the effort. To yield at such a 
time would be to give assent to the doc- 
trine of force. There are rights that do 
not fall within the province of any gov- 
ernment to control. These are individ- 
ual rights, and under that term fall 
“freedom of person in going and com- 
ing (personal liberty), equality before 
the courts, security of private property, 
freedom of opinion and its expression, 
and freedom of conscience.” 

The heritage of Americans is most 
precious. The founders of the Republic 
recognized certain inalienable rights as 
belonging to every man. Never before 
in the history of mankind had this ree- 
ognition been accorded by lawmakers. 
Real lovers of liberty will care more 
for its broad principles than for any 
specific privilege enjoyed under its ap- 
plication, and will oppose any attempt, 
however small, to infringe upon their 
fundamental freedom. 


Which Is the Best Day for 
Physical Efficiency? 


HE REV. M. WAYNE WOMER, 

general secretary of the Lord’s Day 
Alliance of Michigan, in a sermonette 
before the Detroit Council of Churches, 
gave some statistics to show that a man 
added seven years to his life for each fifty 
years lived if he rested one day in seven. 
If this is so, then why could he not add 
forty-nine years to his life if he rests 
every day in seven, and be only one year 
old in mental and physical deteriora- 
tion when he has lived through the fifty 
years? If this is scientifically true, then 
it would be possible for a man who 
would live ordinarily his allotted time 
of threescore and ten years, to extend 
his life to the age of 3,500 years by 
adding forty-nine years to every fifty- 
year span by resting seven days each 
week. This proves altogether too much, 
therefore it proves nothing. 


Again Rev. Womer says that Dr. Mar- 
tin, of Harvard, proved that those who 
rest on Sunday “reach their highest 
physical efficiency early Monday,” while 
those who do not rest do “not reach 
their highest efficiency until sometime 
late Wednesday or early Thursday.” If 
this is a scientific fact, then the only 
question involved is, On which day shall 
a man choose to reach his “highest 
physical efficiency,” Monday, Wednes- 
day, or Thursday? Shall a man be al- 
lowed to choose the day on which he 
shall be most efficient physically, or shall 
the Lord’s Day Alliance decide such an 
immaterial question? What difference 
does it make to an employer, as long 
as the laborer reaches the highest point 
of efficiency on one particular day of 
the week? Why should the legislature 
settle a question of such minor impor- 
tance, as long as the highest point of 
efficiency is reached sometime during 
the week, whether the laborer rests one 
day or works every day? 

How about the man who works one 
day each week, and dissipates six days 
and seven nights, as compared with the 
man who works eight hours each day 
of the week, but rests sixteen hours each 
day? Which of these two will live the 
longer ? 

It is a perversion of the Sabbath in- 
stitution to place it on a physical and 
material basis. It was made for man’s 
spiritual, and not his physical benefit. 
The night was made for man’s physical 
recuperation, for the restoration of the 
wasted energies of the day of toil which 
preceded. At night, when the time is 
spent in physical inertia and sleep, na- 
ture repairs the wasted parts of the 
brain and body that were used up the 
day before. 

But God made the Sabbath for a dif- 
ferent purpose than to be spent in phys- 
ical and intellectual idleness. Christ 
was more active physically and men- 
tally on the Sabbath day than on any 
other day of the week during His 
earthly ministry. He said, “ It is lawfu 
to do well on the Sabbath days.” H 
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was constantly ministering to others on 
the Sabbath day, and His physical and 
mental activities in behalf of others on 
that day, drew the wrath of the self- 
righteous Pharisees, who would not lift 
even a burden that could be carried with 
the little finger on the Sabbath, even 
if it ministered to the relief of suffering. 

Idleness is a curse on any day, and 
more so on the day that should engross 
and engage every energy of the mind, 
body, and soul in behalf of needy and 


suffering humanity, and make it a day 
of delight to them and to the benefactor. 
When the Pharisees accused Christ of 
working on the Sabbath day, and sought 
to kill Him because He did it contrary 
to the laws of restriction laid down by 
the Sanhedrin, He replied, “My Fa- 
ther worketh hitherto, and I work.” All 
that a Sunday law does is to force peo- 
ple to be idle on that day, and idleness 
is one of the greatest incentives to im- 
morality. C. 8. L. 


The Religious Test Issue in North 
Carolina 


OST Americans have entertained 

the idea that no religious test is 
required of any citizen in any of the 
States in the Union in order to hold a 
public office, or in order to qualify as a 
witness or a juror before our courts. 
But this is far from being the case both 
in theory and in practice in some of the 
States. 

’ The State of North Carolina, in the re- 
cent court trial at Charlotte, when Clar- 
ence Miller and six codefendants were 
tried and convicted for the murder of 
Chief of Police Aderholt of Gastonia, 
brought into evidence some musty old 
religious statutes which were enacted in 
1777, expressly stating that “ all persons 
who deny the being of Almighty God 
... Shall be disqualified for office ;” and 
the “Statute of Oaths,” enacted in the 
same year, stipulates that a witness must 
believe in divine punishment after death 
to qualify as a witness. 

These religious laws were invoked and 
the religious test was applied during the 
trial of the above case by Judge M. V. 
Barnhill, when Mrs. Clarence Miller, 
testifying to save her husband from the 
extreme penalty of the law, denied be- 
lief in the existence of a “Supreme 
Being who punishes for wrong and re- 
wards for virtues.” This answer was 








aha by Mrs. Miller when the religious 
was applied to her by the court. 


Immediate Judge Barnhill informed the 
jury that her testimony could be “ con- 
sidered only” and “admitted only for 
impeachment ” of the witness. 

Judge Barnhill is now on trial before 
the bar of public opinion, and the edi- 
torial maledictions from every corner 
and quarter of the United States have 
come down upon his head. The New 
York World retorts sharply, under 
Judge Barnhill’s ruling, “ The testimony 
of Chief Justice Taft and all other Uni- 
tarians would be impeached; so would 
the testimony of all Universalists, all 
Christian Scientists, all persons of ad- 
vanced religious views.” The World 
furthermore suggests that: 

“The North Carolina law of 1777 has no 
place in the world of 1929, and should be an- 
nulled by higher courts or repealed. It is in 
practical if not in legal conflict with the Four- 
teenth Amendment and its guaranties against 
any abridgment, by State law, of the privileges 
and immunities of citizens or equal protection 
of the laws.” 

The New York Herald-Tribune sug- 
gests that “other States will do well to 
search their statute books to discover 
whether they still maintain such out- 
worn religious bars.” 

In 1928, less than half the States in 
the Union had abolished the old common 
law demand for religious belief as a 
qualification for a witness to give testi- 
mony. Arkansas goes so far as to deny 
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an atheist the right to testify at all. 
Article XIX, section 1, of the Arkansas 
Constitution says: 

“No person who denies the being of a God 
shall hold any office in the civil departments of 
this State, nor be competent to testify as a 
witness in any court.” 


Yet in Article II, section 23, of the 
same constitution we read as follows: 

“No religious test shall ever be required of 
any person as a qualification to vote or hold 
office; nor shall any person be rendered in- 
competent to be a witness on account of his 
religious belief.” 


This is a clear case of conflict of law, 
and it all depends upon the views enter- 
tained by the judge personally, as to 
which of these conflicting laws is to be 
enforced. 

Judge A. M. Stack, of Concord, N. C., 
holds exactly the opposite opinion from 
Judge Barnhill, of Charlotte, N. C. 
Barnhill said: ‘If I believed that life 
ends with death and that there is no 
punishment after death, I would be less 
apt to tell the truth.” Judge Stack, who 
faced a similar situation before his 
court, instead of impeaching the testi- 
mony of an atheist and nullifying his 
oath on the ground of atheism, declared 
that “a man’s character is made up of 
his acts and his conduct, and you cannot 
impeach him by what he believes. A 
man can believe anything, and still be 
truthful and honest.” 

Judge Stack further said: 

“Tf that provision of the common law was 
ever brought to this country, the Fourteenth 
Amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States, which guarantees all men equal protec- 
tion under our laws, wiped out that provision. 

“ Suppose that a man should be shot down 
in cold blood, and that only an atheist should 
see it? Would you say that that man could 
not testify and that the criminal could not be 
prosecuted? Let us look at the thing and some 
of the absurdities it would lead us to. Why, 
if that rule should be followed, a man could 
not verify a complaint in a just civil action, 
he could not file a legal answer if somebody 
sued him to take his home away from him, 
and he would lie rotting in jail because his 
religion disqualified him from taking the oath.” 

The Macon Telegraph of the South- 
land says: 


“Religious belief, or disbelief, has nothing 
whatever to do with justice. There is no pos. 
sible relation between them per se. Nor igs 
there any logic or common sense in saying that 
because a person does not believe in God he 
will not tell the truth.” 

The New Haven Journal-Courier 
makes the following observation : 

“Tt is apparent that believers have often 
perjured themselves, yet belief is still held as 
ipso facto evidence of truth. Should disbelief 
be permitted to appeal to unenlightened jury- 
men as ipso facto evidence of falsehood?” 

Many of our American courts have 
gone far afield on the subject of religious 
freedom. They are still holding to some 
of the legal precedents which were based 
on an established state religion. These 
courts are not carrying into practice the 
American ideals of civil government, 
granting liberty of conscience to the in- 
dividual concerning religious questions. 
Our courts ought to maintain an atti- 
tude of absolute neutrality on the ques- 
tion of religious belief. No judge should 
set up his religious belief as a criterion 
for another man’s conscience, and deny 
him justice before the civil bar because 
he does not qualify as a Fundamentalist 
in religion. 

Essential justice is above law. Reli- 
gious liberty is the soul of justice. A 
denial of justice and religious freedom 
to an American citizen by an American 
court on the basis of nonreligion, jeop- 
ardizes our free Republican institutions 
and undermines the foundations upon 
which rests our present heritage of free- 
dom and human rights. If the religious 
Fundamentalist denies, under penalty, 
the right of the infidel to enjoy his 
opinion, then the Fundamentalist de- 
stroys his own right to enjoy his own 
opinion. If a fundamental right can be 
taken away from one man, it can be 
taken away from all men. Majorities 
shift from side to side, and a majority 
should never control religious belief, un- 
less it wants to pave the way for the 
destruction of all religious belief and es- 
sential justice. Religion and _ polities 
prosper best when both are absolutely 
separated and each functions in its ow 
sphere. Cc. Ss. L. 
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Protection of the Rights of Con- 
{ science Under the Amer- 
ican Constitution 


(Concluded from page 5) 


umpirage of an impartial third. When the 
laws have declared and enforced all this, they 
have fulfilled their functions; and the idea is 
guite unfounded, that on entering into society 
we give up any natural right. The trial of 
every law by one of these tests, would lessen 
much the labors of our legislators, and lighten 
equally our municipal codes.” 








“* Improving’ on God’s Laws ” 
(Concluded from page 6) 


us thirteen months in the year instead 
of twelve, each month to be of four 
weeks of seven days each, with an extra 
day a year to ‘take up the slack.’ This 
would be an ‘ improvement’ on our pres- 
ent calendar of lunar months, deter- 
mined by the moon, which God has set 
in the heavens. Some of these man- 
exalting, God-defying plans will prevail 











for a while. ‘But the judgment shall 
@sit, and they shall take away his [the 
ast’s] dominion, to consume and to 
destroy it unto the end. And the king- 
dom and dominion, and the greatness of 
the kingdom under the whole heaven, 
shall be given to the people of the saints 
of the Most High, whose kingdom is an 
everlasting kingdom, and all dominions 
Shall serve and obey Him.’ Dan. 7: 
26, 27.” 

We hold with the foregoing editorial 
that the Cotsworth or Eastman calendar 
scheme, aiming to alter the weekly cycle 
and to change the fixed weekly religious 
days, is a “ man-exalting, God-defying 
plan,” the same as was the French ten- 
day week, and as is the present Russian 
five-day week. If this materialistic and 
economic calendar proposition, defying 
all religious laws and obligations, is to 
prevail in the coming session of Con- 
gress, it will not be long till all divine 
restraints are set aside for the sake of 

pend gain, and our government 
ill be Russianized. 
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No government can offer a greater 
affront to God than deliberately to set 
aside the divine law and exalt the au- 
thority of man above the authority of 
God. This is exactly what the proposed 
new calendar scheme will do, if adopted, 
as advocated by Cotsworth and East- 
man, and approved by the League of 
Nations and the Pan-American Union 
Congress. For it expressly and deliber- 
ately proposes to change the weekly 
cycle, and have the fixed religious days 
of each week fall upon a different day 
of the week each year, a thing which 
was never done before by any nation, 
except France and Russia while in revolt 
against God and religion. Is America 
prepared to do such a God-defying act, 
and place itself in revolt against God? 
Is Congress going to violate the Consti- 
tutional guaranties of religious liberty 
by interfering with the free exercise of 
religion ? 

We cannot agree with the editorial in 
the Washington Times of Sept. 13, 1929, 
which says: “ Proceed with the reform 
of the calendar, and let the various re- 
ligions adjust themselves to it,” notwith- 
standing their protests. Such is not the 
spirit of religious liberty, but of intol- 
erance. The government has no right 
under our Constitution to give legal 
sanction or aid to religion or religious 
customs, nor has it the right to inter- 
fere with the free exercise of religion 
or religious beliefs, so long as the free 
exercise of religion does not interfere 
with the equal rights of all men and the 
common moralities. We do not ask the 
government to protect religion, but re- 
ligious rights. The proposed calendar 
overrides such rights of conscientious 
people. c. Ss. L. 


Way does not the fellow who believes 
that you can usher permanent peace 
into the world by legislation, suggest 
that the League of Nations pass a law 
abolishing all wars or postponing the 
next war until the World War debts 
shall all be paid? 
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Ten Reasons Why the Thirteen- 
Months Blank-Day Calendar 
Scheme Is Impracticable 
(Concluded from page 7) 
ing, conscientious people say it is too 
much to ask them to surrender their re- 
ligious convictions for the sake of con- 
formity to a calendar scheme which 
would destroy the weekly cycle, thus 
changing yearly the seventh-day Sab- 
bath, the resurrection day, and other 
religious days, which, heretofore, have 
been preserved in unbroken succession 
through all the varied revisions of the 
calendar. The Sabbatarian believes that 
God made holy the seventh day of the 
original week, and that the sanctity of 
this day cannot be transferred by legis- 
lation or human decree to any other day 

of the week. 

When the above ten objections to the 
new calendar scheme are considered in 
both their religious and nonreligious as- 
pects, it at once becomes apparent that 
this new calendar plan should not be 
hastily adopted, and that the people at 
large should be given sufficient time to 
consider both sides of this important 
question, which so vitally affects their 
religious customs as well as their finan- 
cial status. 








Natural Rights Are Never 
Surrendered 


(Concluded from page 11) 


The sacred rights of conscience are 
paramount to all earthly governments, 
and the highest tribunal on earth has 
no right to abridge the free exercise of 
the conscience, so long as it does not in- 
terfere with the natural rights of others. 

The state has no right to tax any indi- 
vidual to support any form of religion, 
true or false. 

Morality and natural rights are never 
in conflict with each other. The free 


exercise of an inalienable right never 
encroaches upon the rights of another 
person. No person has a right to inflict 
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an injury upon another person, unless it 
is as a penalty for the commission of 
crime under due process of law. 

The majority can impose its will upon 
the minority only in matters of policy, 
but not in the determination of funda- 
mental principles. No man surrenders 
a natural right when he enters the com- 
pact of society. He may surrender per- 
sonal privileges to gain greater priv- 
ileges, but he never surrenders personal 
rights to gain greater privileges as he 
enters the social compact of human gov- 
ernment. Cc. S. L. 








Tolerance—Half Way to Freedom 
(Continued from page 13) 


dom. It took almost a hundred years 
from the first proclamation of religious 
freedom in France to its actual grant- 
ing throughout Western Europe, in Eng- 
land, Germany, Austria, Italy. Eastern 
Europe remained in the stage of intoler- 
ance, while Western Europe had pro- 
ceeded into the stage of tolerance. A 
German Jew before the World War ha 

the right to vote or hold office, but di 

not actually attain any unless he became 
a Christian. He might study in a uni- 
versity, but he could not become a pro- 
fessor. He must serve in the army, but 
he might not be an officer. And a po- 
litical party, the Anti-Semites, attacked 
him bitterly with every lie that intoler- 
ance could devise. 

Only the United States had really 
passed into the third stage, where lib- 
erty was the rule and tolerance the ex- 
ception. Religious liberty was written 
into the American Constitution in two 
separate places. True, not every State 
followed this precedent at once; it took 
a hard fight by a Seoteh Presbyterian, 
Thomas Kennedy, to pass a “ Jew Bill” 
in Maryland as late as 1826. But here, 
as George Washington wrote to the Jew- 
ish congregation at Newport, R. I.: “It 
is now no more that toleration is spoken 
of as if it were by the indulgence of nT 
class of people that another enjoyed t 
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exercise of their inherent natural right, 
or happily, the government of the 
United States, which gives to bigotry no 
sanction, to persecution no assistance, 
requires only that they who live under 
its protection shall demean themselves as 
good citizens in giving it on all occasions 
their effectual support. May the chil- 
dren of the stock of Abraham who dwell 
in this land continue to merit and enjoy 
the good will of the other inhabitants, 
while every one shall sit in safety under 
his own vine and fig tree, and there shall 
be none to make him afraid.” 

With such a beginning, the United 
States of America has offered theoretical 
equality, which sometimes, in point of 
fact, descended into mere _ tolerance. 
While the nations of Eastern Europe 
stayed immersed in intolerance, those of 
Western Europe had risen to a status of 
tolerance, the beginnings of actual 
equality were evident at the foundation 
of our nation. In America, at least, in- 
tolerance is outlawed, and the second 
great step, from tolerance to religious 
liberty, is well begun. 


i 


Swiss Government Legislates 
Against Blasphemy 
(Concluded from page 15) 


religious codes still in foree under our 
State statute books and upheld by some 
of the jurists. As long as these conflicts 
exist between local statutes and the fun- 
damental law, our liberties are imperiled 
and the Constitution of the United 
States is in jeopardy. One or the other 
will ultimately have to go into the dis- 
card. 

In order to save our Constitution, we 
ought to repeal and repudiate every 
statute that contravenes the Constitu- 
tional guaranties of civil and religious 
liberty, and thus make effective the great 
American ideal of separation of church 
and state in these United States. The 
longer these religious shackles fetter the 

exercise of the conscience in reli- 
us matters, the more difficult it will 








be to dislodge them in the future. Un- 
less it is done, these religious “ shackles,” 
Jefferson predicted, “ will be made heav- 
ier and heavier, till our rights shall re- 
vive or expire in a convulsion.” 








Religious Persecution in Canada 
(Concluded from page 9) 


a million of the people, in December, 
1911, he said: 


“Finally, I rejoice to have this opportunity 
of renewing in my own person those assurances 
which have been given you by my revered prede 
cessors of the maintenance of your rights and 
privileges, and of my earnest concern for your 
welfare, peace, and contentment.” 

It is hard indeed to think that a more 
progressive, enlightened policy is to be 
found in India, among so many back- 
ward races, than in our great neighbor 
to the north. 


ms S&S 


Theaters Opened Sunday by Mail 
Referendum 


Tue residents of MHarbor Beach, 
Mich., decided to test out public senti- 
ment by a mail referendum, as to 
whether or not theaters and movie 
houses should be opened on Sundays. 
The public referendum was terminated 
by a certain date, and when the mail 
referendum was counted, the vote stood 
three to one in favor of opening theaters 
on Sunday. The Sunday theaters are 
now operating under public sanction in 
that city. 

The Lord’s Day Alliance of Michigan 
abused the advocates of the Sunday 
theater and the editor of the Harbor 
Beach Times in particular, stating that 
the editor’s position in favor of the 
Sunday theater was contrary to “the 
rulings of the Methodist Episcopal 
Church,” and that it was opposed to 
“the teachings of the Scripture.” 

The Lord’s Day Alliance compares the 
civil authorities who attempt to repeal 
the Sunday laws, to infidel France and 
Soviet Russia. But this is not a new 
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stigma heaped upon those who advocate 
separation of church and state. Many 
of the clergy hurled their anathemas 
and epithets at the founders of the 
American Republic when they separated 
the church and the state in our funda- 
mental law. In fact, they predicted 
that Christianity and the knowledge of 
the Scriptures would perish in America 
because of the withdrawal of legislative 
sanction and state support from religion 
and the church. But the clergymen’s 


fears were not well founded, and they 
proved to be false prophets, because the 
Christian religion and the churches 
broke all previous records of spiritual 
advancement and material prosperity 
after the church and state were sepa- 
rated in the United States. 

The Lord’s Day Alliance is a hold- 
over of the old school of ecclesiasticism, 
which believes in holding on to the last 
vestiges and remnants of religious legis- 
lation of bygone days. 


Puritanical Forces Operating in 
Wisconsin 


CCORDING to the Wisconsin State 
Journal of Oct. 10, 1929, the Min- 
isterial Association of Richland Center, 
Wis., is carrying on a crusade against 
the Sunday movie because, as they say, 
“it is against the laws of God, city, 
and State.’ The Ministerial Association 
trained its spiritual artillery on Jake 
Eskin, owner of the Orpheum and Rich- 
land theaters, because they have been 
opened to the general public on Sun- 
days. Since the theaters were opened 
on Sundays, they have been well patron- 
ized by the public, and the Journal 
says that the theatergoing public are 
“ undismayed by the Puritanical forces 
which would bolt their theaters on 
Sunday,” because “they would rather 
see than hear — on Sunday nights.” 
The Rev. James MacOwan Wilson, 
pastor of the Baptist church, is the 
leader of the religious crusade, and de- 
mands that the theaters be closed on 
Sunday because they are “against the 
law of God.” This certainly is a strange 
position for a Baptist to take in a legal 
proceeding against Sunday movies. It 
has always been a fundamental prin- 
ciple with Baptists in the past, that the 
law of God, as such, or the duties we 
owe to our Creator, should not be en- 
forced by the civil magistrate, but left 
for the conscience of the individual to 
determine. 


The Rev. Bruce B. Mathews, pastor 
of the Christian church, -swore out a 
warrant for Mr. Eskin’s arrest, and had 
him prosecuted before the justice of the 
peace court, and he was convicted and 
fined $10 and costs. Mr. Eskin has ap- 
pealed the case to the circuit court for 
final adjudication. 

This is also a singular attitude for a 
pastor of the Christian Church to tak 
in the face of what Dr. Alexande 
Campbell, the founder of the Christian 
Church, has to say on this subject of 
Sunday observance under our penal 
codes, for said he: 

“There is not a precept in the New Testa- 
ment to compel by civil law any man who is 
not a Christian, to pay any regard to the Lord’s 
day, any more than to any other day. 

“Therefore to compel a man who is not 4 
Christian to pay any regard to the Lord’s day, 
more than to any other day, is without the 
authority of the Christian religion. 

“The gospel commands no duty which can be 
performed without faith in God. ‘ Whatever is 
not of faith is sin.’ 

“But to compel men destitute of faith to 
observe any Christian institution, such as the 
Lord’s day, is commanding a duty to be per 
formed without faith in God. 

“Therefore to command unbelievers, or nat- 
ural men, to observe in any sense the Lord’s 
day, is antievangelical, or contrary to the gos 
pel.”—“ Memoirs,” Vol. I, p. 528. 

Neither the Baptist nor the Christian 
minister is living up to the high id 
set forth by the pioneers of their chu 














leade1 
Emig 
the ] 
Christ 
M. T 
Chure 

The 
the MV 
lished 

Olt 1 
ministe 
day mc 
of God 
Riechlan 
in the 


mercy ¢ 
piers 
mmur 


movie. 
picture 
preach © 
We beli 
man to 
[should 
of God. 
as we di 
would d 
respect.’ 
If th 
the Mi 
ing rel 
hend tl 
lish lan 
are civ 
ments, 


One 
The 
deacon 
Episcoy 
local E 
, 1925 
ial A 





1ey 
the 
hes 
ual 
ity 
pa- 


Id- 
m, 
ast 
ris- 

















LIBERTY 27 





organization on the subject of the proper 
lationship of church and state so far 
as religious freedom is concerned. 

The Ministerial Association of Rich- 
land Center has turned the prosecution 
of the case over to the legal department 
of the Lord’s Day Alliance, and the 
members who are forcing the issue are 
the Rev. Edward T. Aldrich, of the 
United Brethren Church, president ; the 
Rev. A. N. Chapman, of the Methodist 
Episcopal Church ; the Rev. James Mac- 
Owan Wilson, of the Baptist Church, 
leader of the crusade; the Rev. Mr. 
Emigholz, of the Presbyterian Church; 
the Rev. Bruce B. Mathews of the 
Christian Church; and the Rev. Bertha 
M. Townsend of the Free Methodist 
Church. 

The Rev. Mr. Aldrich, president of 
the Ministerial Association, in a pub- 
lished statement said: 

“Tt may be of interest why all the Protestant 
ministers of Richland Center oppose the Sun- 
day movie. We believe it is against the law 
of God. . . . We believe if Christ were in 
Richland Center on Sunday, He would be found 
in the house of God and in doing deeds of 
mercy and love on the Christian Sabbath. We 
ei you are lowering the moral tone of the 


mmunity by turning aside the church for the - 


movie. . . . We do not believe any movie 
picture shown on Sunday will honor Christ, or 
preach the gospel of repentance and salvation. 
We believe that six days is sufficient for any 
man to transact business, and that Sunday 
[should] be given to the service and worship 
of God. We can’t expect a nonbeliever to see 
as we do, but surely every professing Christian 
would do as Christ would have him do in this 
Tespect.” 

If the above arugments do not convict 
the Ministerial Association of advocat- 
ing religion by law, we fail to compre- 
hend the meaning of words in the Eng- 
lish language. To say that Sunday laws 
are civil laws in the face of such argu- 
ments, is all camouflage. 

One Minister Scores Fellow Pastors 

The Rev. William Dawson, arch- 
deacon of the Milwaukee diocese of the 
Episcopal Church, speaking from the 
loeal Episcopal pulpit on Sunday, Oct. 

, 1929, took the members of the Minis 

ial Association to task for their per- 


sistent efforts by legal procedure to close 
the Sunday night movies, and for prose- 
cuting Mr. Eskin. The Rev. Mr. Daw- 
son said: 

“* When a preacher uses his pulpit 
as a throne from which to dictate the 
affairs of a community, it is time for 
that community to say, “Down with 
the king.” ’ 

“¢Tntolerance is the damning sin of 
America,’ he continued. ‘A man has 
lost what bit of religion he ever had 
when he is intolerant of another man’s 
beliefs. What a place heaven would be 
if some men and women of the Puritan 
stripe had their way! . . . It is deplor- 
able for any community when its reli- 
gious life is poisoned by such advocates.’ 

“* Some people’s idea of religion is to 
be miserable and make everybody else 
miserable around them. The same spirit 
that hanged so-called witches, gave birth 
to the present blue laws which have 
grown out of a distorted idea of reli- 
gion. I believe all blue laws — trying 
to govern by law what men shall do and 
where they shall go on the Sabbath day 
— are unconstitutional. 

“The Constitution guarantees reli- 
gious freedom in this country. Fifty 
per cent of the people belong to no 
church. This 50 per cent has some 
rights, and church people should ob- 
serve their rights. 

“¢Mhe church is for worship and for 
the development of spiritual life in man. 
The church must not dictate to the com- 
munity, or the nation, as to what its 
laws shall be, no more than the nation 
shall dictate to the church what its doc- 
trines shall be. It is a perversion of 
power for the church to use coercion 
in attaining its objective.’ 

* Assails Church Lobbies 

“The archdeacon criticized the policy 
of churches that maintain legislative 
lobbies in Washington to coerce legis- 
lators into doing their bidding. Such 
tactics, he declared, are bringing about 
a loss of confidence in all churches. 

“The church becomes ridiculous in 
the eyes of all thinking people when 
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it assumes the role of persecutor or 
prosecutor,’ he said. ‘The world is not 
to be saved by court orders or sheriff’s 
warrant, but by the kindness of Chris- 
tian love and example. Christ never 
arrested any one, although He could 
have had warrants sworn out many 
a time. The church has lost its soul 
when it becomes a political dictator.’ ” 
It is certainly true that when preach- 
ers play the réle of sheriffs and police- 
men in an attempt to enforce their 
religious views about Sunday observ- 
ance upon others, they abdicate as 
preachers of the gospel and become ad- 
vocates of religious intolerance. When 
they abandon the appeal from the pul- 
pit and resort to the police power in 
the enforcement of religious ideals, they 
become political agitators and religious 
persecutors, and must be treated as 
such. Religion occupies a very impor- 
tant place in the world, but when it 
clothes itself with civil authority and 
the police power of the state, it becomes 
a tyrant on the throne and an in- 
strument destructive of liberty of 
conscience. It is high time that some 
one raised his voice in protest against 
these ecclesiastical encroachments upon 
human rights and our political institu- 
tions, in order to save America from 
making shipwreck of the ship of state 
and its free republican. institutions. 


c. Ss. L. 
Ss RS 
National Blue Laws Planned by 
Reformers 


HE REV. HAROLD P. MALCOM, 
D. D., president of the American 
Sabbath Day Enforcement League, in 
giving an interview to the San Diego 
(Calif.) Sun, Sept. 18, 1929, said: 
“We are going to ask Congress at its next 
session to enact Sunday enforcement laws with 
teeth in them. If we have to take over the 


Government, we will do it, even if we have to 
sacrifice our life callings. 

“There is no reason, with the short working 
hours every one has, that any man or woman 
should not be found in some church at least 
once on Sunday or most of them twice. 


- the 
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“Rigid enforcement of all Sunday laws and 
enactment of others to prohibit the sale of 
gasoline or the Sunday operation of motor 
vehicles, except for undertakers, clergymen, and 
physicians, is being planned as a part of a 
nation-wide campaign to compel Sunday ob- 
servance and reduce automobile accidents.” 


Thus spoke the Reverend Malcom in 
behalf of the American Sabbath Day 
Enforcement League. This same Mal- 
com, who stirred northern Ireland and 
England some years ago by his advo- 
cated reforms, says that there are some 
churches in America which do not ap- 
prove of his religious reforms by legis- 
lative enactments, and added, “ We will 
have to show them, along with the rest, 
that this is a God-fearing country.” 


If this is a “ God-fearing country,” 
as Mr. Malcom asserts, then why is there 
any need of enforcing religion by law! 
Certainly a God-fearing people must 
have sufficient confidence in God to trust 
His ability to manage His own affairs 
without being compelled to depend upon 
civil statutes or the arm of flesh for 
support. 

The churchmen of England who re- 
ceived such severe rebuffs recently a 
hands of Parliament over th 
prayer book controversy, are apparently 
flocking to America, in the prospect of 
finding more fertile soil to cultivate 
their noxious weed of religious estab- 
lishments by law. 

If these clergymen would address 
their prayers to the God of heaven, in- 
stead of to the English Parliament, for 
acceptance, their prayers might have 
some virtue in them. Likewise, if their 
mission to America was for the purpose of 
upholding the American ideals of separa- 
tion of church and state, instead of tear- 
ing down those ideals, their visit to Amer- 
ica would be received with more popular 
favor than it has been thus far. Mr. 
Maleom has transferred his English 
Sabbath Day Enforcement League to 
America, and has given it an “ Ameri- 
ean” prefix, and had himself appointed 
as its president. We will see if he can 
“take over” the United States Gove 
ment to any better advantage than t 
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hurchmen of England took over the 
Pnglish Parliament when they wanted 
it to approve and adopt the new prayer 
book. 

Of course, more people ought to be 
found in church on the Sabbath day, 
but the churchmen who advocate more 
drastic Sunday observance laws for the 
purpose of filling the church pews, are 
driving more people out the back door 
of the church than they can bring in 
the front door by any legislative process. 

The public may say such fool legisla- 
tion as that which is proposed by Mr. 
Maleom will never succeed in this en- 
lightened and liberty-loving age. But 
the student of history is not so opti- 
mistic. He remembers that the Roman 
republic once enjoyed a freedom next 
to our present age, and in time that 
freedom was completely lost in the ruins 
of the republic, and never returned 
after the tyranny of the Dark Ages was 
established. History repeats itself, and 
the pendulum of time always swings 
from one extreme to the other. Present- 
day tendencies seem to indicate that 

e time has arrived for the pendulum 
¢ swing toward church domination in 
America. 


Blue Laws Enforced 


Durine the month of October, when 
the football season opened in New Jer- 
sey, it also marked the revival of the 
ancient Sunday laws of that State. The 
Jersey blue laws are the most drastic 
of any State in the Union, prohibiting 
all “ diversion ” of any sort on Sundays. 
A person cannot even travel on Sunday 
in New Jersey “except to and from 
church,” and then only a distance not 
to exceed twenty miles going and 
coming. 

In New Market, N. J., Oct. 6, 1929, 
twenty-three football players were ar- 
rested by Chief of Police Elmer Bar- 
rett, who broke up the game between 
e New Market A. C. and the Arbor 
C. The players were brought before 
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Judge Minden, and released under bond 
for trial. 

A plumber and a carpenter, working 
to finish a new home, were arrested for 
Sunday work, and held by the same 
judge in $200 bail for appearance. 

The trouble with these religious cru- 
saders is that they select such portions 
of the Jersey blue laws as suit their 
fancy, and enforce them upon their fel- 
low citizens, while they themselves vio- 
late other sections of the same law which 
contravene their activities on Sunday. 

It is just as much a crime to ride in 
an automobile for diversion on Sunday, 
according to the Sunday law of New 
Jersey, as it is to operate a gasoline 
station or a fruit stand, or to play foot- 
ball. If this is not enforcing religion 
by law with a vengeance, pray tell us 
what it is. Religion in New Jersey must 
be in a bad way when it has to resurt 
to such tacties in order to fill the chureh 
pews on Sunday. L. 


Sunday Inaugurations and Sign- 
ing of Bills 


7YHE Constitution of the United 

States says, “If any bill shall not 

be returned by the President within ten 

days (Sunday excepted) after it shall 

have been presented to him, the same 

shall be a law in like manner as if he 
had signed it.” 

This does not mean that the President 
must observe Sunday or that a bill 
signed by him on Sunday is illegal. 
Nor does it mean that the government 
gives a legal status to Sunday observ- 
ance above other days. Nearly every 
President has worked in his office and 
signed bills on Sunday, which is good 
proof that Sunday observance with the 
President is optional and not manda- 
tory. 

Likewise it does not prevent the Presi- 
dent from taking the oath of office on 
Sunday, because Woodrow Wilson did, 
in fact, take the oath of office, and was 
officially and legally inaugurated on 
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Sunday, March 4, 1917. The law re- 
quired that he go out of office March 
4, and that he be likewise inaugurated 
on the same date, so there would be no 
vacancy, and he was therefore legally 
inducted into office on March 4, and 
what occurred on March 5 was merely 
a public repetition of what had been 
made legal and effective the day before. 

The Constitution therefore does not 
make business illegal on Sunday, but 
merely gives the President the privilege 
of observing the day if he so elects, or 
of having an extra day or two to do 
business in addition to the ten days 
allotted to sign and return bills. It 
merely means that nobody is compelled 
to observe Sunday under our Constitu- 
tion, and that everybody is at liberty 
to observe it or not observe it as he him- 
self desires. 

ee | 


Georgia in Sunday Law Mix-up 


NUMBER of gasoline filling sta- 
tion operators were arrested in 
Clayton County, Georgia, for selling 
gasoline on Sunday. J. S. Brown, of 
Jonesboro, when arraigned before the 
court, pleaded guilty, and he was fined 
$500, but the sentence was suspended. 
The other gasoline vendors pleaded 
not guilty, and an appeal was taken to 
a higher court of appeals, and the court 
ruled that selling gasoline on Sunday 
was “a work of necessity.” 

Brown’s case was unaffected by this 
decision. The lower court revoked the 
suspended sentence, and issued an order 
of execution to collect the $500 fine, al- 
though Brown has violated no law, ac- 
eording to the decision of the court of 
appeals. But Brown is barred from 
making an appeal because he previously 
pleaded guilty. Brown appealed to the 
governor of Georgia and the prison 
board for pardon, but unless the gov- 
ernor pardons him, he will be compelled 
to pay the fine, although he has violated 
no law. 

A Seventh-day Adventist was arrested 
recently in Thomaston, Ga., for deliver- 
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ing, on Sunday, a book explaining the 
Bible. The person who had ordered thé 
book wanted it delivered on Sunday, as 
it was the only day he was at home. 
The Bible colporteur was released, with 
a threat of indictment if he were caught 
delivering any more books on Sunday. 
Shortly afterward a circus came to 
the same town, unloaded and pitched 
their tents on Sunday, with the police 
helping, and most of the town went out 
to see the Christy Brothers show on Sun- 
day. For three Sundays airplanes came 
to this town and worked all day taking 
people for rides, earning a pile of 
money, with police protection and co- 
operation. But when a Bible colporteur 
delivers a religious book on Sunday, 
after he has conscientiously observed the 
seventh day of the week as his Sabbath, 
he is threatened by the grand jury with 
indictment, if he continues this good 
work. All this makes us wonder if 
Georgia is in the United States or in 
Russia! The question of religious lib- 
erty and equal rights before the law 
seems to be a foreign issue, at least in 
Clayton County and Thomaston. 


ba a | 


Five Years or 969 Years — 
Which? 
EORGE EASTMAN, chairman of 
the National Committee on Calen- 
dar Revision, in a letter widely distrib- 
uted and published in many newspapers, 
urging the revision of our present ¢al- 
endar, in referring to the antediluvian 
age, writes: 

“During the Hunting Age of our world the 
lunar month was a sufficiently good enougl 


unit by which to reckon time; in fact, whell 
Methuselah lived, a month was counted as a 


year. In our present reckoning Methuselah 
would have been only seventy-four years of 
age.” 

The Bible says expressly: ‘“ All the 
days of Methuselah were nine hundred 
sixty and nine years; and he died.” 
The Bible also states that Enos was 
ninety years old when he became Y 
father of Cainan; that Cainan was 
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ty years old when he begat Mahala- 
1; that Mahalaleel was sixty-five years 
old when he begat Jared, and that 
Enoch was sixty-five years old when he 
begat Methuselah. If these men counted 
a month for a year, as Mr. Eastman 
asserts, then most of these antediluvians 
were only five years old when they be- 
came fathers. 

If Mr. Eastman accepts the seventy- 
four years for Methuselah’s age, then he 
must also accept the five years as the 
age of these men when they became the 
fathers of children. If it is contrary to 
present-day science that men live to be 
969 years old, it is also contrary to mod- 
ern science that men beget children 
when they are five years old. 

It is very evident that the writer of 
Genesis made a clear distinction be- 
tween days, months, and years, for he 
says, “‘In the six hundredth year of 
Noah’s life, in the second month, the 
seventeenth day of the month, the same 
day were all the fountains of the great 
deep broken up. ... And the waters 
prevailed upon the earth a hundred and 

ty days. ... And after the end of 
é. hundred and fifty days the waters 
were abated. And the ark rested in the 
seventh month, on the seventeenth day 
of the month, upon the mountains of 
Ararat.” 

In the face of this clear distinction 
between days, months, and years, clearly 
assigning 150 days to an exact five 
months’ period, it is absurd to assert 
that the Bible writer counted a month 
fora year. The maxim that the cobbler 
should stick to his last, might be para- 
phrased in this ease, that the kodak king 
ought to stick to his celluloid, and leave 
theology to the theologians. 





Lincoln on the Constitution 
“Our safety, our liberty, depends 


upon preserving the Constitution of the 


United States as our fathers made it, 
mviolate.”’ 


The people of these United States 


wes. 
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are the rightful masters of both Con- 
gresses and courts, not to overthrow the 
Constitution, but to overthrow the men 
who pervert the Constitution.” 


a S 
Sparks From the Editor’s Anvil 


IF government is to keep out of reli- 
gion, religion must keep out of politics. 


A MAN needs to watch his friendly 
enemies more than his hostile antago- 
nists. 


THE next big merger in violation of 


our fundamental law will be polities and 
religion. 


Tue free exercise of a natural right 


never injures any one, nor does it do 
violence to morality. 


Waar will help the farmer more is 
for him to invest less money in shares 
and more in plowshares. 


THERE are not so many people seeing 
snakes now as there were before the 


Fighteenth Amendment was made effee- 
tive. 
AMBITION becomes a deadly enemy 


when it leads a man to trample upon 
the rights of others to raise himself into 


power. 
THERE does not seem to be any sane 


reason for abolishing the law against 
thievery because the robbers aren't 
caught. ; 


IxreLuicent, thinking minorities, no 
matter how small, may some day rule 
the nation and guide the ship of state 
between treacherous shoals. 


Ir the aviator who transports people 
into the sky is air-minded, then the legis- 


lator who wants to legislate people into 
heaven must be vacuum-minded. 


Way does not the fellow who believes 
that you can make people good by legis- 
lation, suggest to Congress that they 
pass a law requiring every men to love 
his neighbor as himself? 





News and Comment 


Tue Texas Legislature recently passed 
a bill to open theaters on Sunday, but 
Governor Moody vetoed the bill, pre- 
venting its becoming a law. Public sen- 
timent is growing more favorable toward 
Sunday theaters in Texas. 


THE chief of police at Fall River, 
Mass., has prohibited the washing of 
automobiles on Sunday. No doubt that 
practice gives people an alibi for stay- 
ing away from church — even in Sacra- 
mento.— Sacramento Bee, Calif. 


Freepom of conscience is absolutely 
essential to moral responsibility. No 
man can be held accountable for the ex- 
ercise of his choice in a matter wherein 
liberty of choice is withheld from him. 
The suecess of the National Reform 
would destroy moral responsibility to 
God. 


A PRETTY twenty-year-old school- 
teacher of Baltimore, Md., who wanted 
to tidy up her room on Sunday, was 
arrested by Policeman Carlos and ar- 
raigned before Magistrate O’Neill in the 
northeastern police court on a charge 
of violating the Sunday blue laws of 
Maryland by painting a window sill of 
her room on the second floor. The mag- 
istrate informed Miss Cheppe “ that her 
act, even though done in her home, was 
a violation of the law.” Yet the Lord’s 
Day Alliance insists that this is “not a 
blue law.” . 

Morris Becker and Samuel Becker 
of Baltimore were arrested on Sunday, 
September 15, on complaint of Patrol- 
man Ferdinand Kammer, charged with 
“working on Sunday.” According to 
the policeman, Morris Becker was 
“pasting labels on boxes at a candy 
factory,’ and Samuel Becker “was 
sweeping an office ” at the same address. 
Three policemen were sent to make the 
arrest. 

What an outrage was committed 
against “righteous Baltimore”! What 


a noisy demonstration it must have been 
to paste “labels” on candy boxes and 
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to “sweep” a floor! What a disturb. 
ance of the peace of the communit 
these acts must have been! Certainly 
the police of Baltimore must be hard 
up for something to do. There must be 
no bootleggers, thieves, or murderers in 
Baltimore to worry public officials, and 
so they arrest a public school-teacher for 
tidying up her room, a man for sweep. 
ing a room, and another for labeling 
boxes. Undoubtedly we shall soon hear 
that a man has been arrested for twid- 
dling his thumbs and another for kissing 
his wife on Sunday, as they used to do 
back in the “ good old” Puritan times. 


At the recent November election the 
question of Sunday amusements was 
submitted to the people of Boulder, 
Colo., on the referendum. Some of the 
preachers put up a tremendous fight in 
opposition to the repeal of the Sunday- 
closing ordinance. But the populace 
of Boulder repealed the Sunday-closing 
ordinance at the polls after a bitter 
campaign between the populace and 
the preachers. However, some of the 
preachers stood with the people. Th 
old-time Puritan preacher who wa 
religion enforced by the civil magi 
trate, is fighting with all his might to 
retain his last strangle hold upon the 
citizen through the medium of the state. 


Sot Dicker of Brooklyn, N. Y., was 
arrested upon the complaint of Police- 
man Philip Blush, and fined $5 when ar- 
raigned before Magistrate Folwell in the 
Flatbush court for “ selling bread, rolls, 
sardines, salmon, and cheese on Sunday.” 
The Sunday law of New York allows 
grocers to sell foodstuff on Sunday, ex- 
cept during certain hours when people 
are supposed to go to church, and the 
policeman affirmed that Mr. Dicker sold 
these articles “after the time required 
for closing.” Yet they claim that this 
is not a church law enacted in the inter- 
est of church going! That is exactly 
what the Puritans said when they com- 
pelled people to go to church by law. 
It was always in the interest of 
publie peace and safety. 
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Respect for Law Must Be 


6 Deserved 
NE of the greatest achievements 


of government is the art of gain- 
ing respect for the laws it enacts. If 
all citizens had a due respect for all 
the laws of the government, there would 
be very little crime committed and few 
lawsuits instituted in our courts. One 
reason why our citizens do not have 
as much respect for our laws as they 
should have, is because we enact too many 
laws that do not deserve respect. 

The Florence (Colo.) Paradox, quoted 
in the Denver Democrat of April 9, 1927, 
presents the following pertinent remarks 
upon this topic: 

“The Paradox believes that respect for law 
should be instilled into the mind of every man, 
woman, and child in the United States, but a 
condition precedent to respect for law is the 
enactment of laws that are worthy of respect. 

“Respect for the courts is imperative if our 
free institutions are to be preserved; but re- 
spect for the courts is conditioned upon courts 
that are entitled to respect. Merely to pass a 
law w ll not earn respect for that law. There 
will be a constantly growing d'srespect for law 
in this country so long as mere opinions are 
enacted into statutory decrees. Respect for 
law wll increase in proportion as the enact- 
ment of foolish laws demanded by professional 
uplifters decreases, 

“Some of these days it may dawn upon the 
comprehension of these professional uplifters 
that mankind cannot be saved by law enactment, 
and that men are not made strong by building 
a legal wall about their souls.” 


Those who rely upon the law to do 
the work of reforming people and build- 
ing up character, are chasing a will-o’- 
the-wisp. They are like the sand dikes 
along the Mississippi, which break under 
pressure and make the devastation all 
the greater. The ery of law enforcement 
isa bad backing for a bad law. 

When fundamental rights are invaded 
and essential justice is overridden by an 
unjust and vicious law, our State TIegis- 
latures can render the country no 
greater service than to repeal such laws. 
That is the only way to instill into the 
minds of all men a decent respect for all 
law and constituted authority. 


It is a great misfortune for any coun- 
try when its legislators allow selfish 
policies to supersede general principles. 
The inalienable rights of all men and 
the freedom of conscience in the domain 
of religion should never be bartered 
away by foolish legislation demanded 
by professional uplifters. L. 
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California Day of Rest Bill 


CALIFORNIA has a one-day-of-rest law 
for all employees. An empioyer can- 
not compel an employee tc work more 
than six days each week, but the law 
does not tell how or when the employee 
shall rest, nor does it deny the right of 
contract to work seven days each week 
if the employee so elects. 

Senator Thomas Maloney, of San 
Francisco, introduced a bill in the sen- 
ate which would change the present law, 
and prohibit the employer from allow- 
ing an employee to work, even though 
the employee so desired. This bill would 
deny the right to make a contract of 
labor on one day of the week which in 
and of itself would be perfectly honor- 
able and legitimate ‘on the other six 
days. To deny to any man the right 
to work is political tyranny. If the 
state can compel a man to rest one day, 
it can do it for two days, vea, for all 
seven days of the week. The right to 
work and the right to rest, and when to 
work and when to rest, are individual 
prerogatives. The right of mutual con- 
tract concerning matters which are in 
and of themselves civil, decent, and 
moral, should never be denied to Ameri- 
can citizens. L. 

Ss Ss 


GENUINE religion is never found clad 
in Cesar’s armor, nor is it found as 
a mendicant on Cesar’s doorstep, beg- 
ging for power. 

SS b=] L =| 


“T wate vain thoughts: but Thy law 
do I love.” Ps. 119:118. 




















GUR RELIANCE IS IN THE LOVE OF LIBERTY 
cea, WHICH GOD HAS PLANTED IN'US. OUR DE- 
FENSE IS IN THE SPIRIT WHICH PRIZES LIBERTY 
AS THE HERITAGE OF ALL MEN, IN ALL LANDS 
EVERYWHERE. DESTROY THIS SPIRIT, AND 
YOU HAVE PLANTED THE SEEDS OF DESPOTISM. 


— ABRAHAM LINCOLN, IN A SPEECH AT EDWARDSVILLE, ILL., SEPT. 13, 1858. 


























woRyeCZAK LINCOLN MEMORIAL IN WINTER, WASHINGTON, D. C. 





























